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that nobody in the House could extend our terms of reference. We were giving
an intimation, as our duty was, to the head of the Government, that we thought
this course was the course which it would be proper to take and we were ineded
glad to note that his administration and both political parties in the Opposition
—and, as we now learn, very large bodies of opinion in India—most warmly
supported the suggestion. If I might clear this point away once and for all, I would
venture to read to the House one single sentence from the letter which I wrote
on behalf of the Commission when we first reached India eighteen months ago
and when our position was not as well understood as it is now.
" This was the sentence, and it was, I believe, read to both the Houses of
Parliament when we were in India and was the subject of a great deal of comment
and interest in India, and it states the true constitutional position :
" The Commission is, in no sense, an instrument, either of the Government of
India or of the British Government, but it enters on a duty laid upon it by the
King-Emperor as a completely independent and unfettered body." Every com-
petent body understands that and it makes it abundantly plain to the House
that it -was the only proper course for the Commission to take to write, 2$ they
did on September 24, to the Secretary of State to say that whatever the Govern-
ment might contemplate doing it would be far better that the Commission should
not be associated with it. From that time to this, excepting that, in common
with all other men, we have deplored the prospect that there should be a
parliamentary discussion on the subject, we have endeavoured, not without some
difficulty, to go on steadily with the business which is put in our charge,
" Here I desire to make my only other observation. I hope I may be
allowed to say, without giving offience in any quarter of the House, which is not
at all my object, that, whether the opinion of this man or that of the Statutory
Commission ought to have been consulted, we do not feel that our position is such
as to require either heated championship or abject apology. We are all members
of Parliament, known to all of you, called upon "to discharge a very important
task and endeavouring to discharge it in all sincerity. I would most earnestly
ask Parliament to leave us to continue our work undisturbed, without a Parlia-
mentary controversy. For, after all, we have a very heavy piece of work to do
and we at least have found that two years of very intense labour is not at all
too long for the purpose of assembling and studying the material and of preparing
for Parliament such assistance as we can render.11
" After all, the Commission was formed upon the basis of complete Parlia-
mentary agreement. We have worked for two years sustained by that support.
I am most grateful for what has been said from all three quarters of the House
to-day which reassures us that we have that support at this moment. It is
owing to that support and to the unfailing loyalty of all my colleagues, that
it has been possible to hope that it will turn out useful results. It is not for me
to offer assurances or issue pronouncements or make declarations, but I may
say ^ we have proceeded from beginning to end, as India knows well, with
undivided and sincere desire to serve not only India, not only Britain, but both
together. We know nothing within our body of party attachments. We recall
with satisfaction that at a very difficult : moment, when we first reached Delhi,
it was a telegtam from the present Prime Minister, then Leader of the Labour
Opposition, which did more than anything else to show India that the Statutory
Commission was the authorised agent of Parliament as a whole. So far from
thinking that the incidents of the last few days have rendered its work less
important, the Commission is confident that one outcome of these events is to
make everybody realise that the future constitutional progress of India is one
of the most complicated, as well as the most important questions in the whole
world. I go further and say that I think everybody will realise that honest and
sympathetic presentation of facts and considerations by a body which does not
claim to be a body of super-men but a fair specimen of representatives of all
political parties, is a contribution which it is worth while for us to endeavour to
make and which British Parliament desires us to continue to discharge. It is
useless to pretend that the incidents leading to this debate have not, for the
time being, added to our own difficulties, through no fault of our own. But in

